Appl. No. 10/505,391 
Amdt. dated July 6, 2006 

Reply to Office action of April 6, 2006 

REMARKS 

Reconsideration is respectfully requested. Claims 1-3 are 
present in the application and are amended herein. 

Claims 1-3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. §112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point 
out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

Applicant has amended the claims to remove the objected to 
wording of "characterized in that" and believes the claims 
.should be now considered in compliance with §112, second 
paragraph . 

Many agricultural plants accumulate chlorides from the 
soil, which are dangerous to human health. The main source of 
chlorides in the soil is potassium chloride. That is why limits 
are set for chlorides content percentage in fertilizers for a 
number of agricultural plants. Consequently, for such plants it 
is necessary to produce a nitrogen-potash fertilizer with a 
constant proportion of N-K 2 0, but with different chlorides 
content. This task was solved earlier by producing urea dry 
blending, ammonium nitrate, KC1 and K 2 S0 4 , but this method has 
substantial disadvantages such as: 

- the potash is badly granulated; 
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- the urea and potash dry blending cannot be transported to 
long distances because of substantial differences in the 
specific gravity; 

- at introducing such blending by special mechanisms there 
is an unegual introducing of its components into the soil; and 
so on. 

The nitrogen-potash fertilizer in accordance with the 
present application has none of these disadvantages, since there 
is a constant proportion of N and K 2 0 and constant chlorides 
content in each granule of this fertilizer. 

Claims 1 and 2 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. §102 (b) as 
allegedly being anticipated by Jordaan et al (U.S. 4175943). 
Applicant respectfully traverses. 

Jordaan et al, US Patent No. 4175943, describes a method of 
manufacturing water soluble NPK fertilizer (Claim 1) , the NPK 
nitrogen part in form of urea and/or ammonium nitrate being 
dissolved in phosphoric acid and so on (Claim la) . 

The present application discloses a nitrogen-potash 
fertilizer with changing chlorides percentage in the fertilizer 
composition at the given proportion N-K 2 0. 

Accordingly, this difference is why the Applicant considers 
that the rejection of Claims 1-2 should be reconsidered and 
withdrawn . 

Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103 (a) as allegedly 
being unpatentable over SU 347324 in view of Otsuka et al (US 
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3539326) and further in view of JP 71006362. Applicant 
respectfully traverses. 

The Examiner rejects the method of producing nitrogen- 
potash fertilizer as being identical to Patent SU347324 
disclosing a method of waterless potassium chloride granulation 
using urea in the melting point and further granulation in the 
drum-granulator at the temperature of 129-1227C. xyzzy The 
Applicant proposes in claim 3 as amended to mix 90% urea water 
solution with powder blending of potassium sulfate and potassium 
chloride, obtaining melt liguid, and to granulate it in the drum 
granulator-drier at a temperature from 100° to 140°C depending 
on potassium chloride blending percentage weight content. 

Otsuka et al US Patent No. 3539326 describes a process for 
producing compound fertilizers (NPK) . The authors describe 
stages of producing melt liguid (Claim 1), liguid droplets 
(Claim 8), colliding droplets in the falling stream (Claim 12) 
in a prilling tower solidifying them into granular form. 

In the present application the pulp is granulated in the 
drum granulator-drier by rolling granules pulverizing the pulp 
to solid granules from the return flow. Accordingly, Otsuka et 
a US Patent No. 3539326 and the present application use entirely 
different granulation methods. 

According to the above, it is respectfully submitted that 
the combination of documents proposed by the office action would 
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not produce applicant's claimed invention and that the rejection 
of claim 3 should be reconsidered and withdrawn. 

In light of the above noted amendments and remarks, this 
application is believed in condition for allowance and notice 
thereof is respectfully solicited. The Examiner is asked to 
contact applicant's attorney at 503-224-0115 if there are any 
questions . 
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Respectfully submitted, 




James H. Walters, Reg. No. 35,731 



July 6, 2006. 
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